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each will be most tolerable to the man best fitted
for it.

Here a vast series of problems opens about which
I can only suggest the briefest hint. The principle I
now urge is the old one, namely, that the usual mark
of a quack remedy is the neglect of the moral aspect
of a question. We want a state of opinion in which
the poor are not objects to be slobbered over, but
men to help in a manly struggle for moral as well as
material elevation. A great deal is said, for example,
about the evils of competition. It is remarkable
indeed that few proposals for improvement even, so
far as I can discover, tend to get rid of competition.
Co-operation, as tradesmen will tell us, is not an
abolition of competition, but a competition of groups
instead of units. "Profit-sharing7' is simply a plan by
which workmen may take a direct share in the com-
petition carried on by their masters. I do not
mention this as any objection to such schemes, for I
do not think that competition is an evil. I do not
doubt the vast utility of schemes which tend to
increase the intelligence and prudence of workmen,
and give them an insight into the conditions of
successful business. Competition is no doubt bad so
far as it means cheating or gambling. But com-
petition is, it seems to me, inevitable so long as we
are forced to apply the experimental method in